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chosen by a few peers and Influential commoners, who drew
no distinction between their nomination to a borough, and
any other form of property they might have to dispose of.1
Yet it was the constant refrain of the reformers in 1780
that Parliament was venal, incompetent, and without creden-
tials to represent the people of Great Britain. It was the
chief criticism of the societies during the Revolution that
they were attempting to collect, in the form of a Convention,
a new means of government in the nation, which would
rival the authority of Parliament. The argument was
not less pertinent to the Great Convention of 1780, when
the several county committees were invited to send delegates
to London to confer together on the most effective way of
supporting the petitions for economical reform,2 and it must
be remembered that North's supporters urged this very
argument against that Convention. Wyvill's letter on
the subject is an interesting record of its object. " Each
county, city, and town, having first associated separately
and apart, the whole body of petitioners in due time may
be collected, and firmly consolidated in one great * National
Association'; the obvious consequence of which must be
certain and complete success to the constitutional reform
proposed by the people." The very idea of association
and co-operation was regarded as criminal in the societies
that were persecuted by Pitt, but Pitt himself under cross-
examination was driven after some ineffectual prevarications
to admit that he had attended a meeting in 1782 at which
delegates were present from various societies for promoting
Parliamentary Reform. Pitt was eloquent about the enormity
1 The chairman of the Wigton Public meeting mentioned in sending a petition
against the Two Bills of 1795 tnat tne electors had never seen their member and
did not know his address.
2 Sheridan made a very happy use of this argument in 1793, comparing the
proposed convention of 1794 with the convention held in 1780.    "We make a
boast of equal laws.    If these men are to be considered as guilty of high treason,
let us have some retrospective, and whatever in that case may happen to me, his
Majesty will at least derive some benefit since he will thereby get rid of a majority
of his present Cabinet."